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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This communication is responsive to amended application filed on 04/1 1/2007. 

2. Claims 1-27 are pending. 

3. Claims 1, 10, and 19 have been amended. 

Response to Arguments 

4. Response Drawing Objection : Examiner indicated in the pervious Office action 
mailed on 01/12/2007 the drawings must show every feature of the invention specified 
in the claims such as receiving logic, a database coupled to the receiving logic, 
assignment logic coupled to the database, completion logic, and reporting logic. 
However, applicants have not response to the objection of the drawings and therefore 
the objection is maintained until applicant's response the objection [See: Drawing 
Objection below]. 

5. Response to 101 reiection : Applicant's arguments filed 04/1 1/2007 have been 
fully considered but they are not persuasive. 

Applicants argued that the "logic" and "database" are not program per se. 
Applicants used a dictionary to prove the "logic" and "database" are hardware 
components as shown below: 

Merriam-Webster Dictionary defines logic to be "the arrangement of circuit 
elements (as in a computer) needed for computation; also: the circuits themselves." 
See http://www.m-w.com/cgi-bin/dlctionary?book=Dictionary&va=loglc. Further, a 
"database" has been defined to be "one component of a database management 
system." See Free On-line Dictionary of Computing at http://foldoc.org/7database. 
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In response, examiner respectfully disagrees. The logic" and "database" 
could also define as follows: 

Microsoft Computer Dictionary Fifth Edition defines: 

"logic" to be "in programming, the assertion, assumptions, and operations that define what a 
given program does. Defining the logic of a program is often the first step in developing the 
program's source code", which interpreted as abstract idea. 
"Database" to be "a file composed of records, each containing fields together with a set of 
operations for searching, sorting, recombining, and other functions'', which interpreted as 

software per se. 

Therefore, the definition of "logic" and "database" could have more than 
one meaning. 

Further, in light of specification, it is not clear whether "logic" and 
"database" are hardware components. Because there is no a clear support or 
antecedent basis in the description, the claim must be given their broadest 
reasonable interpretation. 
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6. Response to 102(e) rejection : Applicants arguments filed 04/1 1/2007 have been 
fully considered but they are not persuasive. 



a. Applicants argued: 

Claim 1 is patentable over Chauhan for at least the reason that Chauhan fails to 
teach or suggest "assignment logic coupled to the database, operable to assign the 
drawing conversion job record to a draftsman and to instaict the database to record the 
assignmen t, the drawing conversion job involving creation of a new drawing file based 
on infonmation depicted in the land base drawing file: and completion logic coupled to 
the database, operable to receive a request to close the drawing conversion job record 
from the draftsman , and to instruct the database to mark the drawing conversion job 
record as closed," as emphasized above and recited in claim 1. 

In response the prior art of reference teaches as follows: 

parly wok managcmcni sysicm m a siep 302. The Uiilicy- 
Ccnlcr'^^UO Jhcn assigns ^ Field Onginccr (FE) to the ais- 
lomcr site with a laptop and brings up the required work in 
a step 303. Hie work information is stored under a Work 
Order Header. The FE directly iuieracls with the Ulilily- 
Centcr*"^" 10 to draw work order based upon GIS features and 
sketches retrieved form the GIS 900, New features can be 
inserted by hand, by constructive geometry, or by GIS 
bcalion in u slop 304. 11icn the cnlurcd information is (See: [0081]) 

into a proposed system on the network. Alter construction is 
c(»niplele the proposed worlv orders are elect ronically trans- 
ferred to tlie existing plant. All uiiliiy |)ersonnei have the 
ability to draw their proposed work such as system improve- 
ment, right of way jobs, or other suggested changes into the 
sysicm. All proposed jobs can l>c queried or viewed enter- 
prise wide. ITie uaFicld™100 prints staking sheets and 
generates a material order list showina the assembly unit (See: [0121]) 



[0122] 'Hie ua Field™ 100 easily stakes new construction 
work orders in the field or office and update that infomiaiion 
directly into the GIS 900 to avoid duplicate data entry. 
Because the CIS 900 is seamless and completely field 
portable, staking engineers, tine crews and others can have 
access to updated data daily. Engineers have the option of (See: [0121]) 
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also 



[0125] When a work order is finished, it is posted as 
"pending" in ihc GIS. 'Iliis proposed job is viewable by all 
users ihroughoul ihc syslem so every employee Ls aware of 
the job and (he |>cnding change in Ihc GIS. Proposed jolis are 
color cotlcd so users can easily idcniiry which liiicniilies arc 
in Ihc current GIS 900 and which arc in process of con- 
stniction. 



(See: [0125]). 



b. The same reasoning for argument will apply for claim 10, and 19. 

c. The same reasoning for argument will apply for dependent claims 
because no argument was presented. 

7. Examiner finds applicants argument unpersuasive and rejection is maintained. 

Drawings 

8. The drawings are objected to under 37 CFR 1 .83(a). The drawings must show 
every feature of the invention specified in the claims. Therefore, the receiving logic, a 
database coupled to the receiving logic, assignment logic coupled to the database, 
completion logic coupled to the database, and reporting logic coupled to the database . 
must be shown or the feature(s) canceled from the claim(s). No new matter should be 
entered. 

Corrected drawing sheets in compliance with 37 CFR 1.121(d) are required in 
reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. Any amended 
replacement drawing sheet should include all of the figures appearing on the immediate 
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prior version of the sheet, even if only one figure is being amended. The figure or figure 
number of an amended drawing should not be labeled as "amended." If a drawing figure 
is to be canceled, the appropriate figure must be removed from the replacement sheet, 
and where necessary, the remaining figures must be renumbered and appropriate 
changes made to the brief description of the several views of the drawings for 
consistency. Additional replacement sheets may be necessary to show the renumbering 
of the remaining figures. Each drawing sheet submitted after the filing date of an 
application must be labeled in the top margin as either "Replacement Sheet" or "New 
Sheet" pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .121(d). If the changes are not accepted by the examiner, 
the applicant will be notified and informed of any required corrective action in the next 
Office action. The objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

9. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

10. Claims 19-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

For example, claim 19 recites, "the program comprising:" the "steps" such as 
receiving, creating... However, a program cannot comprise "steps". A program 
can comprise "instruction". 
Appropriate correction is required. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

11. 35 U.S.C. 1 01 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereoif, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

12. Claims 1-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the receiving logic, a 
database, assignment logic, and completion logic are just program per se. Because the 
claimed invention of Claim lis a system claim, the claimed invention should have 
associated with physical components in order to be statutory. 

MPEP 2106 states as follows: 

" computer programs claimed as computer listmgs per se, i.e., the descriptions or expressions of 
the programs, are not physical "things. " They are neither computer components nor statutory processes, 
as they are not "acts" being performed. Such claimed computer programs do not define any structural and 
functional interrelationships between the computer program and other claimed elements of a computer, 
which permit the computer program's functionality to be realized. In contrast, a claimed computer- 
readable medium encoded with a computer program is a computer element which defines structural and 
functional interrelationships between the computer program and the rest of the computer which permit the 
computer program's functionality to be realized, and is thus statutory. See Lowry, 32 F.3d at 1583-84, 32 
USPQ2d at 1035. Accordingly, it is important to distinguish claims that define descriptive material perse 
from claims that define statutory inventions." 

13. Claims 19-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is 
directed to non-statutory subject matter. 
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For example, the claimed invention recites a "computer readable medium". In 
light of the specification (page 16 lines.2-4), the "computer readable medium" defines 
as follows: 

execution system, apparatus, or device. The computer readable medium can be, for 
example but not limited to, an electronic, magnetic, optical, electromagnetic, infrared, 
or semiconductor system, apparatus, device, or propagation medium. More specific 

According to the specification, the "computer readable medium" is not limited to 
tangible mediums. It also includes non-tangible mediums such as electromagnetic, 
infrared, and/or propagation mediums. Therefore, the "computer readable medium" is 
not limited to physical articles or objects which constitute a manufacture with in the 
meaning of 35 USC 101 and enable any functionality of the instructions carried thereby 
to act as a computer component and realize their functionality. As such, the claim is not 
limited to statutory subject matter and is therefore non-statutory. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
14. The following is a quotation of the appropriate s of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 
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15. Claims 1-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Publication No. US 2004/0236620 A1 issued to Chauhan et al. 
Claim 1 

Chauhan discloses a drawing conversion management and assignment system 
(See: [0121] lines 1-5), comprising: 

receiving logic operable to receive notification of completion of a land base 
drawing file (See: [0081] lines 1-5, [121] lines 5-10); 

a database coupled to the receiving logic, operable to create a drawing 
conversion job record associated with the land base drawing file (See: [0081] lines 2-5, 
[0121] lines 8-16, [0122] lines 1-6); 

assignment logic coupled to the database, operable to assign the drawing 
conversion job record to a draftsman and to instruct the database to record the 
assignment (See: [0081] lines 5-17), the drawing conversion job involving creation of a 
new drawing file based on information depicted in the land base drawing file (See: 
[0121] lines 5-14, [0122] lines 1-6); and 

completion logic coupled to the database, operable to receive a request to close 
the drawing conversion job record from the draftsman, and to instruct the database to 
mark the drawing conversion job record as closed (See: [0125]). 
Claim 2 

Chauhan discloses the system of claim 1 , wherein the database is operable to 
store a plurality of drawing conversion job records (See: [0081] lines 13-14). 
Claim 3 
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Chauhan discloses the system of claim 2, further comprising: reporting logic 
coupled to the database, operable to enable any of a plurality of users to view the 
drawing conversion job record (See: [0081] lines 13-16). 
Claim 4 

Chauhan discloses the system of claim 3, wherein the reporting logic is further 
operable to provide a summary report of a plurality of available drawing conversion job 
records, assigned drawing conversion job records, and complete drawing conversion 
job records (See: [0049]-[0051]). 
Claim 5 

Chauhan discloses the system of claim 3, wherein the reporting logic is further 
operable to enable any of a plurality of users to view a plurality of assigned drawing 
conversion job records (See: [0081] lines 26-29). 

Claim 6 

Chauhan discloses the system of claim 3, wherein the reporting logic is further 
operable to enable any of a plurality of users to view a plurality of completed drawing 
conversion job records (See: [0125]). 
Claim 7 

Chauhan discloses the system of claim 1 , wherein the land base drawing file is 
provided by a regional land administration center (such as Utility Center; See: [0084] 
lines 1-4). 
Claim 8 
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Chauhan discloses the system of claim 7, wherein the land base drawing file is 
in an engineering work order format (See: Fig. 3B and corresponding texts). 
Claim 9 

Chauhan discloses the system of claim 1 , wherein the drawing conversion job 
record includes an availability date (such as schedule dates; See: [0235]), wirecenter 
location information (such as map viewing; See: [0098]), a completed date (such as 
yobs from beginning to completion; See: [0235]), a quartile assignment (such as 
...complete daily assignments; See: [0119]), and a fiber units allocation (such as 
facility location; See: [0084] lines 20-23). 
Claim 10 

Chauhan discloses a method for assigning and managing drawing conversions 
(See: [0121] lines 1-5), comprising the steps of: 

receiving notification that a land base drawing file is available, the land base 
drawing file being associated with a wirecenter (See: [0081] lines 1-5, [121] lines 5- 
10); 

creating a drawing conversion job record associated with the land base drawing 
file (See: [0081] lines 2-5, [0121] lines 8-16, [0122] lines 1-6), the drawing 
conversion job involving creation of a new drawing file based on information depicted in 
the land base drawing file (See: [0081] lines 8-13, [0121] lines 5-14); 

storing the drawing conversion job record in a database (See: [0081] lines 13- 

14); 
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assigning the drawing conversion job record to a draftsman (See: [0081] lines 
24-29); 

recording the assignment of the drawing conversion job record in the database 
(See: [0081] lines 24-26); and 

closing the job upon receipt of a close request from the draftsman, by marking 
the drawing conversion job record as closed in the database (See: [0125]). 

Claim 12 

Chauhan discloses the method of claim 1 1 , further comprising providing a report 
comprising details for at least the plurality of drawing conversion job records in the 
database (See: [0048]). 

Claim 14 

Chauhan discloses the method of claim 1 1 , further comprising providing a 
plurality of unassigned drawing conversion job records to a plurality of users (See: 
[0049]). 
Claim 15 

Chauhan discloses the method of claim 1 1 , further comprising providing a 
plurality of completed drawing conversion job records to a plurality of users (See: 
[0125]). 
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As per claims 11,13, and 16-27: 

The limitations of claims 11,13, and 16-27 have already been discussed in the 
rejection of claims 2, 4, 7-10, 12, 14, and 15. The instant claims is/are functionally 
equivalent to the above rejected claims and is/are therefore rejected under the same 
rationale. 
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Conclusion 

16. Claims 1-27 are rejected. 

17. Examiner's Note: Examiner has cited particular columns and line numbers in 
the references applied to the claims above for the convenience of the applicant. 
Although the specified citations are representative of the teachings of the art and are 
applied to specific limitations within the individual claim, other passages and figures 
may apply as well. It is respectfully requested from the applicant in preparing 
responses, to fully consider the references in their entirety as potentially teaching 
all or part of the claimed invention, as well as the context of the passage as 
taught by the prior art or disclosed by the Examiner. 

In the case of amending the claimed invention. Applicant is respectfully 
requested to indicate the portion(s) of the specification which dictate(s) the 
structure relied on for proper interpretation and also to verify and ascertain the metes 
and bounds of the claimed invention. 

Communications 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kibrom K. Gebresilassie whose telephone number is 
571-272-8571 . The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00 am - 4:30 pm Monday 
to Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kamini Shah can be reached on 571-272-2279. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status infomiation for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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